Bill Solheim founded this journal, Asian Perspectives, which first appeared in 1957. For over 50 years he has been a leader and contributor to Southeast Asian archaeological studies. He has been prolific, and his work has been foundational for studies in the region. He has recently revised and republished his Archaeology of the Central Philippines: A Study Chiefly of the Iron Age and Its Relationships (Solheim 2002) as well as updated earlier reports in ''Archaeological Survey in Papua, Halmahera, and Ternate, Indonesia'' (chapter 6 in this volume under review). He also recently revisited ceramic collections in the Sarawak Museum from the Gua Sirah project, which he is currently preparing for publication. In other words, Solheim has been vigorous and productive since his ''retirement'' from teaching in 1991 from the Department of Anthropology at the University of Hawai'i. He is currently on the faculty of the Archaeological Studies Program at the University of the Philippines in Diliman. The festschrift Southeast Asian Archaeology was published in 2005 in his honor by his colleagues and former students, and it includes articles from throughout Mainland and Island Southeast Asia-the latter a neologism that he helped coin.
This book on the Nusantao is a consummate review by Solheim of his life's work in the region. It is written in a fresh and sometimes conversational style, with an eye not only toward reviewing his previous work, but also accommodating recent findings and literature. Solheim takes advantage of hindsight to revise a few earlier misconceptions or misstatements, and he also takes the opportunity to frame his vision of migration in the region in light of a current controversy of contending models. In this sense, this volume presents the history of an idea as well as the fieldwork and analyses that Solheim has done over the past half century. Unraveling the Nusantao is at the same time a recounting of the data, a historiography of the concept, a personal intellectual biography, and also a vision of a vibrant maritime culture that has inhabited the region since the Late Paleolithic. It is a compelling argument for his model of dispersive and expansive settlement in Southeast Asia.
The concept has evolved considerably from its earliest presentations as a Neolithic era ''Nusantao'' culture, and this volume reflects not only the emergence of data but also an emerging and quite sophisticated model of migration. The theme is central to theory and interpretations of migration throughout the region and is currently controversial in its opposition to models that focus on Taiwan as the fulcrum of Austronesian Neolithic period di¤usion. Solheim examines this alternate model and compares it unfavorably to the data, as well as to his own theory.
Solheim himself eschews the term ''theory,'' as he has long been skeptical of fads and fashions, old wine in new skins, or revisionistic explanations. In contrast, Solheim remains close to his experience of the archaeological landscapes of the region, to the data, and to his prodigious knowledge of artifacts, sites, and collections in his illumination of a powerful and resilient model for settlement and migration. He presents the ethnographic, ethnohistorical, and linguistic as well as archaeological bases for his theory.
The book is divided into seven chapters, with two contributions regarding the analyses of his Sa Huynh-Kalanay ceramic tra-dition that he had first proposed in 1952 for the central Philippines as the Kalanay tradition. He later expanded the concept into a panregional tradition where ceramic styles from the Sa Huynh site in Vietnam were interpreted as genetically related to the Kalanay, with stylistic flow occurring over probably a very short period of time during the Neolithic and evolving throughout the early Iron Age in the region. David Bulbeck and Ambika Flavel have contributed appendices to this volume that statistically support Solheim's earlier stylistic lumpings. Another brief section, an account of survey results from Papua, Halmahera, and Ternate, Indonesia, is also appended to the Nusantao volume as chapter 6. This chapter adds more detail from the region regarding artifacts and sites but is somewhat tangential to the main thrust of the volume.
In Chapter 1, Solheim lays out the Nusantao model as a maritime communication and trade network that provided the frame for regional migration as well as exchange. This model is an elegant visualization of the movement of people and resources in the region as known from contemporary, ethnographic, and ethnohistorical accounts, as Solheim recounts in chapters 4 and 5. Migration in this account might more reasonably be termed ''geographical mobility,'' in the sense of Ralph Piddington (1965) or its application to the Limau villagers of Galela in Halmahera by Matsuzawa (1980) . Here kinship occasioned nondirectional and sporadic ''migration'' that could not be explained by linear or clinal migration models. The term recognizes the tremendous fluidity of human movement in the region, where the maritime is field to the figure of social agency. It is unbounded by terrestrial resources except as temporary landing zones, and these are often ephemeral point references in a very expansive seascape. The system is driven more by spatial perceptions of dispersed maritime resources, kin networks, cyclical weather, and tides, currents, and prevailing winds than by ''landmarks.'' Small groups can travel great distances very quickly and can drop o¤ nodes of settlement and revisit them throughout the region on very short notice. Further, the nature of trading shifts in the maritime field from terrestrial or transhumant patterns to ''down the line trading'' that itself contributes to the pulsative and dispersive character of mobility rather than linear or unidirectional migration. Solheim comments wryly that this kind of exchange ''has been termed smuggling when it involves trade over national boundaries'' (p. 154), and in that phrase he captures much of the di¤erence between Western and regional perceptions of space, time, and relationships. To the West, the region is awash in corruption. Locally, power flows are perceived as horizontal and in a web of kin networks, not through hierarchical and linear systems. One man's graft is another's habitus.
In chapter 2, Solheim lays out the case that he had previously identified as a Neolithic phenomenon, which actually had its roots in the Palaeolithic settlement of the region. He depicts artifact complexes in Korea and Japan as genetically related to the Nusantao and links them all to the Hoabinhian or Palaeolithic stone tool complexes found throughout the region. In chapter 3, he discusses the ''four lobes'' of the Nusantao Maritime Trading Network, and with this image he figuratively contrasts his model of geographical mobility to the linear models of migration advanced most notably by Peter Bellwood, among others. He presents a close reading of the literature and the data from throughout the region and clearly contrasts the Nusantao concept with its rather one-dimensional alternative. Solheim, with the Nusantao model, provides a mechanism as well as a broader frame within which to consider the rapid movement of people and culture throughout a very expansive region. The Nusantao concept is more like a swarm of bees than like the startled beekeeper who makes a ''beeline'' to escape their wrath! This comparison might best clarify the contention between the ''out-of-Taiwan'' migrationists and Nusantao proponents. No doubt Austronesians did move from Taiwan to Batanes and perhaps then directly to northern Luzon, but it is likely that this was just one small corner of expansive geographical mobility throughout the region. Solheim was recently told that an expedition to the Batanes had just returned with a report that they had found red-slipped pottery and jade, two of the hallmarks for regional Neolithic culture. ''Why not?'' he remarked. ''It's everywhere at that time, why not also in the Batanes?''
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Reviewed by Elizabeth M. Brumfiel, Northwestern University Gender and Chinese Archaeology presents an introduction and 11 original studies that draw upon already published data. The authors are professors and graduate students of art history, Asian studies, anthropology, and history at the University of Pittsburgh. Their studies cover a 3500-year span, from the Neolithic Majiayao culture of northwestern China to the Shang, Zhou, and Han dynasties. Most of the chapters examine mortuary data, and most are concerned with the relative status of women and men and the sources of their equal or unequal status. I approached Gender and Chinese Archaeology with great interest, curious to know whether the engendered archaeology of an unfamiliar region from a nonWestern point of view would yield new and challenging insights. I came away somewhat disappointed-but also impressed by the potential of these scholars and their data.
As Gideon Shelach explains in his introductory chapter, the Marxist foundations of the People's Republic of China during the 1960s through the 1980s encouraged the study of ancient social structure, including family organization and the status of women. True, Chinese researchers accepted as given Engels ' (1972 [1884] ) model of social evolution from matriarchy to patriarchy, accompanied by a decline in the status of women. And they also accepted that women throughout the ages were confined to the domestic sphere due to their biologically imposed roles in reproduction and child rearing. But within these limiting assumptions, debates could and did occur among Chinese archaeologists concerning the classification of particular cultures as matriarchal or patriarchal, the reconstruction of marriage systems, and the e¤ects of di¤erent gendered divisions of labor and property regimes on the status of women. This led in turn to methodological discussions of using archaeological house plans, burial practices, and ethnographic analogy to reconstruct ancient gender systems. Although Marxists presented stereotyped models of gender in ancient societies, they did produce relevant data and they did envision ancient societies that were significantly di¤erent from those recorded in historical documents.
